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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This paper gives a new, interdisciplinary perspective on a classical work of Persian literature, Homay and Homayun, through an application of the fictional minds framework articulated in Alan Palmer’s work. Yet its contribution to the field of literary studies lies in its ability to connect insights rooted in cognitive narratology with those gained from the study of Persian traditions of storytelling, noting the ways symbolic and narratorial devices work to engage affective readers in the process of meaning making. The study also contributes to the scholarship on narrative identity, cultural symbolism, along with the philosophical aspect of storytelling, and will be of interest to scholars of literary theory, cultural studies, and cognitive humanities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, A Love’s Pilgrimage: From Persia to China, does seem to convey journey motif, although it does not reflect the specific scholarly approach the paper takes. A more about is no pun intended title would be: Symbolism and Cognitive Narratives in Persian Literature: A Fictional Minds Approach to Homay and Homayun
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	The abstract gives a good overview of the goals and theoretical framework of the study but can be improved. The abstract employs wide terms such as “cultural figments” and “cosmic consciousness” without any explanation. A short clarification of these terms would make the text more accessible.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper presents well-structured argument and is scientifically sound in the literary analysis. But use of Palmer’s fictional minds framework needs more methodological articulation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include relevant sources from literary studies, cognitive science, and Persian literature. However, more recent studies (post-2022) in cognitive narratology and Persian poetics could be considered as well.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is well written in terms of language.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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